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PROJECT NARRATIVE 
 
PROPOSED PROJECT 
 
The proposed expansion of the West Parking Lot at Elgin Community College will 
consist of adding 511 parking spaces, lighting, and stormwater management 
facilities.  The west parking lot has already been partially expanded to provide 
375 parking spaces without impacting wetlands which are located nearby.  This 
portion of the project will require 0.51 acres of wetland impacts to two small 
wetlands.  These impacts are necessary to provide the required parking capacity 
and the necessary amount of stormwater management for the additional parking 
lot. 
 
WETLANDS/ WATERS OF THE US 
 
Wetlands were delineated by Christopher B. Burke Engineering West Ltd 
(CBBEWL), on July 10, 2002 for the Spartan Drive extension just south of the 
project area (See Tab 2 for complete Wetland Delineation Report).  Five waters 
and five wetlands were identified, including Otter Creek.  On March 20, 2010, 
WBK (formerly CBBEWL) visited the site to review the presence of the aquatic 
resources identified in the earlier report and to delineate additional wetlands.  
Based on the observations at the time of the site visit, the wetland report is 
considered valid. 
 
The FQI of the wetlands has not been updated because the site visit was 
completed outside of the growing season (June 1 – October 15) required by the 
City of Elgin (Kane County Stormwater Management Ordinance).   
 
Also during the site visit, additional wetlands were delineated (Wetlands 10-13).  
These wetlands are part of a large wetland complex identified on the Kane 
County ADID as High Functional Value.  Wetlands 11, 12, and 13 are considered 
hydrologically connected to Wetland 10 based on field observations.  The far 
western portion of Wetland 10 was used for mitigation of wetland and waters 
impacts for the extension of Spartan Drive (RAMS # 200300376).  Due to their 
degraded condition, Wetlands 12 and 13 do not appear to provide the same 
water quality functions as Wetland 10.  Wetlands 12 and 13 are not being 
considered High Quality Aquatic Resources.  Data sheets from the site visit are 
included in Tab 3 of this permit submittal. 
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Table 1: Descriptions of Wetland Areas 

1
 Based on Jurisdictional Determination issued May 2, 2003. 

2
 Based on WBK Field Visit March 22, 2010 

 
PURPOSE AND NEED 
 
Elgin Community College (ECC) is going through a rapid expansion of its 
campus due to the increased enrollment over the past decade.  ECC is adding a 
library, additional class room buildings, and several parking lots.  With the 
increase in student capacity in the classroom, ECC needs to provide 
infrastructure capacity for the additional student load.  Some of the existing 
parking lots have been removed to provide the land for the additional buildings. 
 
SCHEDULING OF ACTIVITY/ PHASES 
 
An additional parking lot has already been constructed adjacent to the proposed 
lot.  The proposed parking lot construction is to begin as soon as possible to 
provide the required space for student parking.  Construction will likely be 
coordinated with the winter holiday break to minimize the disruption of student 
traffic on campus. 
 
ADJACENT LANDOWNERS NAMES AND ADDRESSES 
 
Available upon request 
 
 

DELINEATED 
AREA 

DATA 
POINT 

TYPE 
Jurisdiction SIZE

 
(Ac) 

(On-site) 
FQI 

Required 
Buffer 

Waters of the US 1 1A Otter Creek USACE
1 

± 1.0 N/A 50 feet 

Waters of the US 2 3A Open Water Pond USACE
1 ± 0.5 N/A 30 feet 

Waters of the US 3 8A Open Water Pond USACE
1 ± 1.1 N/A 50 feet 

Waters of the US 4 6A Open Water Pond USACE
1 ± 0.4 N/A 30 feet 

Waters of the US 5 10A 
Open Water Detention 

Pond with Wetland Fringe 
Elgin

1 ± 1.5 14.1 50 feet 

Wetland 1 2A Wetland Swale USACE
1 ± 0.1 11.2 None 

Wetland 2 4A Wetland Fringe USACE
1 ± 0.4 8.7 30 feet 

Wetland 3 7A Wetland Fringe USACE
1 ± 0.2 6.5 None 

Wetland 4 5A Wetland Fringe USACE
1 ± 0.1 4.9 None 

Wetland 5 9A Scrub/Shrub USACE
1 ± 0.2 5.7 TBD 

Wetland 10 A10 Wet Meadow USACE
2
 73.84 5.7 100 feet 

Wetland 11 A11 Wet Meadow USACE
2
 0.34 3.3 30 feet 

Wetland 12 A12 Wet Meadow USACE
2
 0.47 3.0 None 

Wetland 13 A13 Wet Meadow USACE
2
 0.04 0.7 None 



Wills Burke Kelsey Associates, Ltd.  3 
10-0004 ECC Parking Lot Expansion 

AVOIDANCE AND MINIMIZATION OF IMPACTS TO ON-SITE WETLANDS AND WATERS 
 
The location of the proposed parking lot was chosen to provide additional parking 
spaces where the demand was needed and where the space was available.  The 
parking lot and detention basin were designed to avoid impacts to Wetland 10 
which is subject to mitigation for the complete Spartan Drive Extension to the 
south and west.  The impacted wetlands are small wetlands, which provide little 
to no water quality functions compared to the larger wetland complex.  
 
MITIGATION FOR WETLAND IMPACTS 
 
Mitigation for impacts will be provided by Elgin Community College by purchasing 
mitigation bank credits from a USACE approved bank within the Fox River 
Watershed.  ECC is currently seeking the purchase of 0.51 acres of certified 
credits.  A paid receipt will be provided to the USACE upon completion of the 
purchase. 
 
REGIONAL PERMIT CONDITIONS 
 
REGIONAL PERMIT 1 – RESIDENTIAL, COMMERCIAL, AND INSTITUTIONAL DEVELOPMENTS 

– CATEGORY I  
 
All of the conditions required for compliance with the RP1 are addressed in this 
section below in bold, for each of the respective conditions. 
 
RP1 authorizes the construction of residential, commercial and institutional 
developments and associated infrastructure, such as roads, utilities, detention 
areas, and recreation areas, subject to the following requirements, that shall be 
addressed in writing and submitted with the notification: 

 
a. The impact to waters of the U.S. shall not exceed 1.0 acres.  For 

projects that impact over 0.10 acres of waters of the U.S., the 
permittee is required to provide compensatory mitigation. 

 
Impacts to wetlands and waters under USACE jurisdiction total 
0.51 acres.  Mitigation for the impacts will be provided through 
the purchase of 0.51 acres of mitigation credits from a bank 
within the Fox River Watershed. 

 
b. Projects that impact no more than 0.5 acres of waters of the U.S., 

and do not impact any high-quality aquatic resources, shall be 
processed under Category I. 
 
Impacts to wetlands and waters under USACE jurisdiction total 
0.51 acres.  The project will be processed under Category II. 
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c. Projects that impact over 0.5 acres up to 1.0 acres of waters of the 
U.S., or impacts high-quality aquatic resources shall be processed 
under Category II. 

 
Impacts to wetlands and waters under USACE jurisdiction total 
0.51 acres.  The project will be processed under Category II. 

 
d. The permittee shall establish and/or enhance an upland buffer of 

native plants (or other appropriate vegetation approved by the 
District) adjacent to all created, restored, enhanced or preserved 
waters of the U.S., including wetlands. Created buffers should be 
established on 6:1 or gentler slopes. The following buffer widths are 
required: 

 
1. For any waters of the U.S. determined to be a high-quality 

aquatic resource, the buffer shall be a minimum of 100 
feet; 

2. For any waters of the U.S. that do not qualify as wetland 
(e.g. lakes, rivers, ponds, etc.), the buffer shall be a 
minimum of 50 feet from the Ordinary High Water Mark 
(OHWM); 

3. For any jurisdictional wetland from 0.25 acres up to 0.50 
acres, the buffer shall be a minimum of 30 feet; and  

4. For any jurisdictional wetland over 0.50 acres, the buffer 
shall be a minimum of 50 feet. 

 
The District may allow buffer widths below the above-required 
minimums.  It shall be incumbent on the applicant to demonstrate 
that no practicable alternatives are available that would not impact 
the required buffer widths. 

 
Stormwater retention/detention facilities and pervious nature trails 
may be located in the buffer.  However, the facility shall be setback 
to a minimum distance of 50% of the required buffer and the trail 
shall be setback to a minimum distance of 10% of the required 
buffer, leaving the remaining buffer footage (adjacent to the 
regulated area) to consist of native vegetation only or other 
appropriate vegetation approved by the District.  The District may 
allow Best Management Practices, small boat launches and boat 
houses, and piers/docks to be located in buffers. 

 
Buffers are being provided adjacent to the construction area 
between the parking lot and the wetlands that are being 
preserved.  Part of the construction includes the excavation of 
a stormwater detention basin between the parking lot, Wetland 
10, and Spartan Drive.  The parking lot will be a minimum of 50 
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feet from the edge of Wetland 10.  The buffer and detention 
basin will be seeded with native vegetation.  The detention 
basin will be a wetland bottom basin. 

 
e. All remaining, created, restored, or enhanced waters of the U.S. 

and adjacent buffers on the project site shall be permanently 
preserved and protected through deed restriction (or conservation 
easement).  A draft deed restriction (or conservation easement) 
shall be provided with notification. 

 
The remaining wetlands are on land owned by the Elgin 
Community College and will not be developed in the future 
based on the Current Facility Plan. 
 

f. No lot lines shall occur in created, restored, enhanced, or 
preserved waters of the U.S. and adjacent buffer areas on the 
project site.  In instances where there is a demonstrated conflict 
between this lot line restriction and a local ordinance or state law, 
the District may accept physical measures such as the ordinance or 
state law, the District may accept physical measures such as the 
installation of split-rail fencing or other means of separating the 
protected area, posting of signs marking the limits of the protected 
areas, and establishing a party responsible for the long-term 
management of the protected areas in lieu of recording such areas 
as separate outlot property deeds. 

 
There are no proposed lot lines within preserved waters of the 
US or buffer areas. 

 
g. The project shall employ Best Management Practices (BMPs) to 

protect water quality, preserve natural hydrology, and minimize the 
overall impacts of development on aquatic resources.  BMPs shall 
be considered at the earliest planning stages of the project. 

 
The applicant shall design the project to include the preservation of 
natural resource features such as floodplains, streams, lakes, steep 
slopes, significant wildlife areas, wetlands, natural depressions and 
drainage ways, prairies, woodlands, sensitive aquifers and their 
recharge areas and native soils.  In addition, the design elements 
utilized by the applicant shall include an appropriate combination of 
those provided on the list below: 
 

1. Minimize mass grading and disturbance of soils; 
2. Lay out streets and lots to conform to the natural 

topography of the site; 
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3. Minimize new impervious surfaces by clustering of 
neighborhoods and homes, minimizing street widths and 
parking lots, and reducing lot sizes and building 
setbacks. 

4. Preserve and create natural landscaping, buffers and 
filter strips; 

5. Utilize permeable areas to maximize infiltration of runoff 
into the ground through the use of  bio-filters, filter strips, 
swales, infiltration trenches, permeable pavement and 
native vegetated open spaces; 

6. Direct runoff to permeable areas and/or utilize 
stormwater for reuse by: 

a. Directing roof runoff towards permeable surfaces, 
drywells, French drains, vegetated swales, or other 
BMPs instead of driveways or other non-permeable 
surfaces; 

b. Grading impervious surfaces to direct runoff to 
permeable areas, utilizing level spreaders or other 
methods to distribute the impervious runoff onto 
pervious surfaces; 

c. Using cisterns, retention structures or rooftops to 
store precipitation or runoff for reuse; and 

d. Removing berms and designing pavement edges 
(e.g., curb cuts) in order to direct water to 
permeable landscaped areas. 

7. Improve water quality of stormwater leaving the site 
through the use of a naturalized detention basin designed 
to maximize the removal and transformation of runoff 
pollutants.  Design should include: 

a. Emergent vegetation in the bottoms of the wetland 
basins and along the periphery of wet bottom 
basins, and side slopes vegetated in native prairie 
(traditional dry bottom basins are not approved 
BMPs); 

b. Stilling basins at major detention basin inlets and 
maximizing the distance between major inlets and 
the basin outlet. 

c. Installation of pre-settlement or mechanical 
stormwater treatment units prior to discharge of 
stormwater into primary detention basins; and 

d. In locations where detention basin discharge to 
adjacent/ downstream wetlands, designing detention 
basin outlet structures to spread and infiltrate runoff 
through the use of level spreader devices. 
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The stormwater runoff from the parking lots will be diverted 
(through storm sewers) to a wetland-bottom detention basin.  
This will encourage infiltration of the runoff in addition to 
treatment of stormwater by native vegetation.  The site was 
designed to minimize wetland impacts and to prevent 
unfiltered stormwater runoff from discharging directly to 
wetlands.  The adjacent parking lots which have already been 
constructed will also be routed through the wetland-bottom 
basin.  

 
h. Stormwater management facilities shall generally not be 

constructed in a linear body of water such as a river, or perennial, 
intermittent, or ephemeral stream or creek, unless there is 
substantial evidence that the project will provide a benefit to the 
aquatic system. 

 
There are no stormwater management facilities proposed to be 
constructed in linear bodies of water. 

 
i. The project shall be designed such that stormwater does not 

directly discharge into waters of the U.S.  All water shall be 
infiltrated or detained and treated prior to discharging into waters of 
the U.S.  In addition, stormwater shall be discharged using methods 
that promote infiltration and water quality treatment, such as level 
spreaders, infiltration trenches, and vegetated swales. 

 
Stormwater from the proposed parking lot and adjacent 
parking lots will be routed into a wetland-bottom detention 
basin.  The runoff will infiltrate into ground water which 
recharges the adjacent wetland. 

 
j. This permit does not authorize the underground piping of a linear 

water body. 
 

There is no underground piping of linear waters proposed in 
this project. 

 
k. For a project site adjacent to a conservation area, the permittee 

shall request a letter from the organization responsible for 
management of the conservation area, which recommends 
measures to protect the area from potential impacts that may result 
from the development.  A copy of the request and any response 
received from the organization shall be submitted to the District with 
the notification. 

 
This project is not adjacent to a conservation area. 
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l. The project shall be a single and complete project.  For example, if 

construction of a residential development involves phases, the sum 
of all impacted areas would be the basis for deciding whether or not 
the project will be covered under this Regional Permit. 

 
This project is a single project involving wetland impacts. 

 
m. All roads shall adhere to items e through o, as listed in under 

Regional Permit 3, “Transportation Projects”, which shall be 
addressed in writing and submitted with the notification. 

 
There are no proposed roads in this project. 

 
n. All utility lines shall adhere to items d through q, as listed in under 

Regional Permit 8, “Utility Line Projects”, and shall be addressed in 
writing and submitted with the notification.  Utility Line Projects are 
subject to individual water quality certification under Section 401 of 
the Clean Water Act for certain water bodies as listed under RP 8 
condition d. 

 
There are no proposed impacts to wetlands created solely by 
utility lines.  If it becomes necessary to install utility lines 
through wetlands, a permit modification will be requested so 
that the requirements of RP 8 are met. 

 
o. All temporary construction activities which adhere to items b 

through i, as listed in under Regional Permit 7, “Temporary 
Construction Activities” which shall be addressed in writing and 
submitted with the notification. 

 
There are no temporary construction impacts to wetlands or 
waters of the US proposed.  If it becomes necessary to cause 
impacts due to construction activities, they will be done in a 
manner which meets the requirements of RP7. 

 
p. This permit shall not be used in conjunction with any other regional 

permit except RP10. 
 

There are no other regional permits being requested with this 
permit. 
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AUTHORIZATIONS REQUIRED BY OTHER AGENCIES 
 
UNITED STATES FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE 
 

Consultation with the USFWS has been initiated for compliance with the 
Endangered Species Act (16 U.S.C.1531 et. seq.).  USFWS provided 
clearance on September 21, 2005 for the Spartan Drive Extension which 
included the current project area.  This clearance has expired and USFWS 
is no longer performing the initial consultation.  WBK has reviewed the 
project area for the potential of the two Federally- listed species known in 
Kane County, Sheepnose Mussel (Plethobasus cyphyus) and Eastern 
Prairie Fringed Orchid (Platanthera leucophaea).  WBK has concluded 
that the project area does not contain either of the two species nor the 
necessary habitat to support the species.  A copy of the previous sign-off 
and of WBK’s No Effect determination is included in Tab 5 of this 
submittal. 

 
ILLINOIS DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 

 
IDNR provided clearance of the Spartan Drive Extension Project (which 
includes the current project area) on March 7, 2003.  This consultation has 
since expired.  Consultation with the IDNR via the EcoCAT program has 
been initiated for compliance with the Endangered Species Protection and 
Natural Areas Preservation Act (Part 1075) and Wetland Review (Part 
1090) on July 27, 2010.  There were no protected resources identified 
within or adjacent to the project area.  The consultation was terminated.  
Copies of the sign-off and EcoCAT consultation are included in Tab 5 of 
this submittal. 

 
ILLINOIS HISTORIC PRESERVATION AGENCY 
 

Consultation with the IHPA was initiated for compliance with the National 
Historic Preservation Act as amended (16 U.S.C.470) as part of the 
Spartan Drive Extension project which included the current project area.  
On April 25, 2003, the IHPA requested a Phase 1 Archaeological Survey 
be performed.  On December 19, 2003, the Contract Archaeological 
Program at Northern Illinois University completed a Phase 1 survey and 
concluded that there were no archaeological remains encountered.  On 
January 21, 2004, the IHPA provided clearance for Section 106 for the 
project area.  Since there have been no major changes to the project area 
since the Phase 1 Survey was completed, the IHPA clearance is still valid.  
Copies of the sign-off and Phase 1 Survey are included in Tab 5 of this 
submittal. 
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KANE-DUPAGE SOIL AND WATER CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
 

Current plans have not yet been sent to the KDSWCD for their review.  An 
application for review is being filed. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
W:\Projects\2010\100004 ECC\ProjectMgt\Permits\USACE RP1\NAR.10.0629.100004.RP1.docx 



 

Elgin Community College 
Parking Lot Expansion 

 
USACE Permit Submittal 

 

 

 

 

 

TAB 1 

 

Joint Permit Application 

Authorized Agent Letter 

Electronic Copy of Submittal 

 

Prepared By: Wills Burke Kelsey Associates, Ltd. 

  







 

Elgin Community College 
Parking Lot Expansion 

 
USACE Permit Submittal 

 

 

 

 

 

TAB 2 

 

Wetland Delineation Report 

Spartan Drive Extension 

July 30, 2002 

 

Prepared By: Christopher B. Burke Engineering West, Ltd. 

  

































































































































 

Elgin Community College 
Parking Lot Expansion 

 
USACE Permit Submittal 

 

 

 

 

 

TAB 3 

 

Additional Wetland Data 

Collected March 20, 2010 

 

Prepared By: Wills Burke Kelsey Associates, Ltd. 

  



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Midwest Region 

Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                             

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                 State:                     Sampling Point:                            

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                        

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                                             Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                                       

Slope (%):                        Lat:                                                                  Long:                                                                     Datum:                                          

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                     NWI or WWI classification:                                          

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No   (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No             

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No              
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No              
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No              

Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No               

Remarks: 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 

Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:       
OBL species                        x 1 =                      
FACW species                        x 2 =                      
FAC species                        x 3 =                      
FACU species                        x 4 =                      
UPL species                        x 5 =                      
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                             
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

  Dominance Test is >50% 
  Prevalence Index is 3.01

  Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                          Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                               )                       % Cover    Species?     Status
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
6.                                                                                                                            
7.                                                                                                                            
8.                                                                                                                            
9.                                                                                                                            
10.                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No             

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

ECC Parking Lot Expansion Elgin/Kane County March 20, 2010

Elgin Community College IL 10

Patrick Kelsey S21, T41N, 8E
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SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                             
 (inches)       Color (moist)            %       Color (moist)             %     Type1      Loc2        Texture                             Remarks                          

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

  Histosol (A1)   Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)   Coast Prairie Redox (A16) 
  Histic Epipedon (A2)   Sandy Redox (S5)   Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) 
  Black Histic (A3)   Stripped Matrix (S6)   Other (Explain in Remarks) 
  Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)   Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) 
  Stratified Layers (A5)   Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) 
  2 cm Muck (A10)   Depleted Matrix (F3) 
  Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Redox Dark Surface (F6) 
  Thick Dark Surface (A12)   Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)   Redox Depressions (F8)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
  5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)        unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 
     Type:                                                               
     Depth (inches):                                                Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No             
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:  
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                                    Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

  Surface Water (A1)   Water-Stained Leaves (B9)   Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
  High Water Table (A2)   Aquatic Fauna (B13)   Drainage Patterns (B10) 
  Saturation (A3)   True Aquatic Plants (B14)   Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
  Water Marks (B1)   Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)   Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
  Sediment Deposits (B2)   Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
  Drift Deposits (B3)   Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)   Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 
  Algal Mat or Crust (B4)   Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Geomorphic Position (D2) 
  Iron Deposits (B5)   Thin Muck Surface (C7)   FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
  Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Gauge or Well Data (D9) 
  Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                         
(includes capillary fringe) 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 

Remarks: 
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Unnamed Tributary to Otter Creek flows through this wetland complex.



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Midwest Region 

Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                             

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                 State:                     Sampling Point:                            

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                        

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                                             Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                                       

Slope (%):                        Lat:                                                                  Long:                                                                     Datum:                                          

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                     NWI or WWI classification:                                          

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No   (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No             

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No              
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No              
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No              

Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No               

Remarks: 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 

Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:       
OBL species                        x 1 =                      
FACW species                        x 2 =                      
FAC species                        x 3 =                      
FACU species                        x 4 =                      
UPL species                        x 5 =                      
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                             
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

  Dominance Test is >50% 
  Prevalence Index is 3.01

  Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                          Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                               )                       % Cover    Species?     Status
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
6.                                                                                                                            
7.                                                                                                                            
8.                                                                                                                            
9.                                                                                                                            
10.                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No             

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

ECC Parking Lot Expansion Elgin/Kane County March 20, 2010

Elgin Community College IL 11

Patrick Kelsey S21, T41N, 8E

Floodplain concave

42.017294 N 88.325460 W

Houghton Muck PEMCd

Wetland is adjacent to wetland 10.
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US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                             
 (inches)       Color (moist)            %       Color (moist)             %     Type1      Loc2        Texture                             Remarks                          

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

  Histosol (A1)   Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)   Coast Prairie Redox (A16) 
  Histic Epipedon (A2)   Sandy Redox (S5)   Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) 
  Black Histic (A3)   Stripped Matrix (S6)   Other (Explain in Remarks) 
  Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)   Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) 
  Stratified Layers (A5)   Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) 
  2 cm Muck (A10)   Depleted Matrix (F3) 
  Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Redox Dark Surface (F6) 
  Thick Dark Surface (A12)   Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)   Redox Depressions (F8)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
  5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)        unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 
     Type:                                                               
     Depth (inches):                                                Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No             
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:  
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                                    Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

  Surface Water (A1)   Water-Stained Leaves (B9)   Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
  High Water Table (A2)   Aquatic Fauna (B13)   Drainage Patterns (B10) 
  Saturation (A3)   True Aquatic Plants (B14)   Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
  Water Marks (B1)   Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)   Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
  Sediment Deposits (B2)   Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
  Drift Deposits (B3)   Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)   Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 
  Algal Mat or Crust (B4)   Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Geomorphic Position (D2) 
  Iron Deposits (B5)   Thin Muck Surface (C7)   FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
  Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Gauge or Well Data (D9) 
  Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                         
(includes capillary fringe) 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 

Remarks: 

11

6

12

36

N2.5/1

10YR2/1

2.5Y6/1

7.5YR5/6

100

100

65

35

muck

sic

sic

12



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Midwest Region 

Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                             

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                 State:                     Sampling Point:                            

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                        

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                                             Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                                       

Slope (%):                        Lat:                                                                  Long:                                                                     Datum:                                          

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                     NWI or WWI classification:                                          

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No   (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No             

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No              
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No              
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No              

Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No               

Remarks: 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 

Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:       
OBL species                        x 1 =                      
FACW species                        x 2 =                      
FAC species                        x 3 =                      
FACU species                        x 4 =                      
UPL species                        x 5 =                      
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                             
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

  Dominance Test is >50% 
  Prevalence Index is 3.01

  Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                          Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                               )                       % Cover    Species?     Status
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
6.                                                                                                                            
7.                                                                                                                            
8.                                                                                                                            
9.                                                                                                                            
10.                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No             

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

ECC Parking Lot Expansion Elgin/Kane County March 20, 2010

Elgin Community College IL 12

Patrick Kelsey S21, T41N, 8E

Floodplain concave

42.017294 N 88.325460 W

Houghton Muck PEMCd

Wetland is adjacent to wetland 10.

30m
10

10

y FACWAcer negundo 3

3

100

10m
5

5

y OBLSalix interior
5 5
95 190
0 0
5 20

0.5m
5 25

Solidago altissima
Phalaris arundinacea
Solidago gigantea

5
5
80
5

95

n
n
y
n

UPL
FACU
FACW
FACW

110 240
Arctium minus

2.18

Print FormReset Form



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                             
 (inches)       Color (moist)            %       Color (moist)             %     Type1      Loc2        Texture                             Remarks                          

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

  Histosol (A1)   Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)   Coast Prairie Redox (A16) 
  Histic Epipedon (A2)   Sandy Redox (S5)   Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) 
  Black Histic (A3)   Stripped Matrix (S6)   Other (Explain in Remarks) 
  Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)   Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) 
  Stratified Layers (A5)   Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) 
  2 cm Muck (A10)   Depleted Matrix (F3) 
  Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Redox Dark Surface (F6) 
  Thick Dark Surface (A12)   Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)   Redox Depressions (F8)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
  5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)        unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 
     Type:                                                               
     Depth (inches):                                                Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No             
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:  
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                                    Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

  Surface Water (A1)   Water-Stained Leaves (B9)   Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
  High Water Table (A2)   Aquatic Fauna (B13)   Drainage Patterns (B10) 
  Saturation (A3)   True Aquatic Plants (B14)   Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
  Water Marks (B1)   Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)   Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
  Sediment Deposits (B2)   Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
  Drift Deposits (B3)   Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)   Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 
  Algal Mat or Crust (B4)   Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Geomorphic Position (D2) 
  Iron Deposits (B5)   Thin Muck Surface (C7)   FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
  Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Gauge or Well Data (D9) 
  Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                         
(includes capillary fringe) 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 

Remarks: 
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Aerial photograph from 2006 shows saturation in wetland.



US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Midwest Region 

Project/Site:                                                                                             City/County:                                                           Sampling Date:                             

Applicant/Owner:                                                                                                                 State:                     Sampling Point:                            

Investigator(s):                                                                                         Section, Township, Range:                                                                                        

Landform (hillslope, terrace, etc.):                                                                             Local relief (concave, convex, none):                                                       

Slope (%):                        Lat:                                                                  Long:                                                                     Datum:                                          

Soil Map Unit Name:                                                                                                                                     NWI or WWI classification:                                          

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year?  Yes               No   (If no, explain in Remarks.)  

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              significantly disturbed?            Are “Normal Circumstances” present?   Yes               No             

Are Vegetation            , Soil , or Hydrology              naturally problematic?             (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.) 

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS –  Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc. 

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes                 No              
Hydric Soil Present?  Yes                 No              
Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes                 No              

Is the Sampled Area 
within a Wetland?                   Yes                   No               

Remarks: 

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants.
Dominance Test worksheet: 
Number of Dominant Species   
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A) 

Total Number of Dominant    
Species Across All Strata:                               (B) 

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:                              (A/B) 

Prevalence Index worksheet: 
       Total % Cover of:                    Multiply by:       
OBL species                        x 1 =                      
FACW species                        x 2 =                      
FAC species                        x 3 =                      
FACU species                        x 4 =                      
UPL species                        x 5 =                      
Column Totals:                        (A)                          (B) 

         Prevalence Index  = B/A =                             
Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators: 

  Dominance Test is >50% 
  Prevalence Index is 3.01

  Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting 
            data in Remarks or on a separate sheet) 

  Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain) 

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic. 

                          Absolute    Dominant  Indicator 
Tree Stratum   (Plot size:                               )                       % Cover    Species?     Status
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Sapling/Shrub Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Herb Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
3.                                                                                                                            
4.                                                                                                                            
5.                                                                                                                            
6.                                                                                                                            
7.                                                                                                                            
8.                                                                                                                            
9.                                                                                                                            
10.                                                                                                                          
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 
Woody Vine Stratum   (Plot size:                               ) 
1.                                                                                                                            
2.                                                                                                                            
                                                                                                               = Total Cover 

Hydrophytic  
Vegetation 
Present?                 Yes                 No             

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.) 

ECC Parking Lot Expansion Elgin/Kane County March 20, 2010

Elgin Community College IL 13

Patrick Kelsey S21, T41N, 8E

Floodplain concave

42.017294 N 88.325460 W

Houghton Muck PEMCd

Wetland is adjacent to wetland 10.
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US Army Corps of Engineers                      Midwest Region – Interim Version 

SOIL                                                      Sampling Point:

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.) 
 Depth                    Matrix                                           Redox Features                             
 (inches)       Color (moist)            %       Color (moist)             %     Type1      Loc2        Texture                             Remarks                          

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        

                                                                                                                                                                        
1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, CS=Covered or Coated Sand Grains.         2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.
Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:

  Histosol (A1)   Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4)   Coast Prairie Redox (A16) 
  Histic Epipedon (A2)   Sandy Redox (S5)   Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) 
  Black Histic (A3)   Stripped Matrix (S6)   Other (Explain in Remarks) 
  Hydrogen Sulfide (A4)   Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) 
  Stratified Layers (A5)   Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) 
  2 cm Muck (A10)   Depleted Matrix (F3) 
  Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11)         Redox Dark Surface (F6) 
  Thick Dark Surface (A12)   Depleted Dark Surface (F7) 3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and 
  Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1)   Redox Depressions (F8)  wetland hydrology must be present, 
  5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3)        unless disturbed or problematic. 

Restrictive Layer (if observed): 
     Type:                                                               
     Depth (inches):                                                Hydric Soil Present?     Yes                 No             
Remarks: 

HYDROLOGY 
Wetland Hydrology Indicators:  
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                                    Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)

  Surface Water (A1)   Water-Stained Leaves (B9)   Surface Soil Cracks (B6) 
  High Water Table (A2)   Aquatic Fauna (B13)   Drainage Patterns (B10) 
  Saturation (A3)   True Aquatic Plants (B14)   Dry-Season Water Table (C2) 
  Water Marks (B1)   Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1)   Crayfish Burrows (C8) 
  Sediment Deposits (B2)   Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3)        Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9) 
  Drift Deposits (B3)   Presence of Reduced Iron (C4)   Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1) 
  Algal Mat or Crust (B4)   Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6)        Geomorphic Position (D2) 
  Iron Deposits (B5)   Thin Muck Surface (C7)   FAC-Neutral Test (D5) 
  Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7)        Gauge or Well Data (D9) 
  Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8)        Other (Explain in Remarks) 

Field Observations: 
Surface Water Present? Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Water Table Present?  Yes             No             Depth (inches):                           
Saturation Present?    Yes             No             Depth (inches):                         
(includes capillary fringe) 

Wetland Hydrology Present?    Yes                 No             

Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available: 

Remarks: 
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1  

  APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION FORM 

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

 
This form should be completed by following the instructions provided in Section IV of the JD Form Instructional Guidebook. 

 

SECTION I:  BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

A.   REPORT COMPLETION DATE FOR APPROVED JURISDICTIONAL DETERMINATION (JD): March 22, 2010    

 

B.   DISTRICT OFFICE, FILE NAME, AND NUMBER:  Chicago District, ECC Parking Lot Expansion - Wetlands 10-13 

 

C.   PROJECT LOCATION AND BACKGROUND INFORMATION: Elgin Community College  

State:  Illinois   County/parish/borough:  Kane  City: Elgin 

Center coordinates of site (lat/long in degree decimal format):  Lat. 42.017294°N, Long. 88.325460° W.  

           Universal Transverse Mercator: NAD 83 

Name of nearest waterbody: Otter Creek 

Name of nearest Traditional Navigable Water (TNW) into which the aquatic resource flows: Fox River 

Name of watershed or Hydrologic Unit Code (HUC): Upper Fox (07120006) 

 Check if map/diagram of review area and/or potential jurisdictional areas is/are available upon request. 

 Check if other sites (e.g., offsite mitigation sites, disposal sites, etc…) are associated with this action and are recorded on a 

different JD form.     

 

D.   REVIEW PERFORMED FOR SITE EVALUATION (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 

 Office (Desk) Determination.  Date:          

 Field Determination.  Date(s):       

 

SECTION II:  SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

A.  RHA SECTION 10 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION. 

 

There Are no  “navigable waters of the U.S.” within Rivers and Harbors Act (RHA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 329) in the 

review area. [Required]    

 Waters subject to the ebb and flow of the tide. 

 Waters are presently used, or have been used in the past, or may be susceptible for use to transport interstate or foreign commerce.  

Explain:  Defined in People of State of Ill. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffman, No. P-CIV-76-45, slip op. at 7 (S.D.Ill. Jan. 20, 1979). 

 

B.  CWA SECTION 404 DETERMINATION OF JURISDICTION.  

 

There Are “waters of the U.S.” within Clean Water Act (CWA) jurisdiction (as defined by 33 CFR part 328) in the review area. [Required] 

 

 1. Waters of the U.S. 

  a.   Indicate presence of waters of U.S. in review area (check all that apply): 1 

    TNWs, including territorial seas   

    Wetlands adjacent to TNWs  

    Relatively permanent waters2 (RPWs) that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs  

    Non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs    

    Wetlands directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 

    Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs 

    Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs    

    Impoundments of jurisdictional waters 

    Isolated (interstate or intrastate) waters, including isolated wetlands 

   

 b. Identify (estimate) size of waters of the U.S. in the review area: 

  Non-wetland waters:       linear feet:       width (ft) and/or       acres.  

  Wetlands: 76.2 acres.         

  

  c. Limits (boundaries) of jurisdiction based on:  1987 Delineation Manual 

   Elevation of established OHWM (if known):      .  

 

 2.  Non-regulated waters/wetlands (check if applicable):3 

   Potentially jurisdictional waters and/or wetlands were assessed within the review area and determined to be not jurisdictional.  

Explain: Waters 5 was determined in a previous JD to be isolated.  Waters 5 is a detention basin created to treat 

stormwater runoff from impervious surfaces of the ECC campus.   

                                                 
1 Boxes checked below shall be supported by completing the appropriate sections in Section III below. 
2 For purposes of this form, an RPW is defined as a tributary that is not a TNW and that typically flows year-round or has continuous flow at least “seasonally” 
(e.g., typically 3 months). 
3 Supporting documentation is presented in Section III.F. 
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SECTION III:  CWA ANALYSIS 

 

A. TNWs AND WETLANDS ADJACENT TO TNWs 

 

 The agencies will assert jurisdiction over TNWs and wetlands adjacent to TNWs.  If the aquatic resource is a TNW, complete 

Section III.A.1 and Section III.D.1. only; if the aquatic resource is a wetland adjacent to a TNW, complete Sections III.A.1 and 2 

and Section III.D.1.; otherwise, see Section III.B below.  

 

 1. TNW     

  Identify TNW:  Pick List.    

 

 Summarize rationale supporting determination:  As defined in People of State of Ill. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffman, No. P-CIV-76-45, 

slip op. at 7 (S.D.Ill. Jan. 20, 1979). 

 

 2. Wetland adjacent to TNW   

  Summarize rationale supporting conclusion that wetland is “adjacent”:      . 

   

 

B. CHARACTERISTICS OF TRIBUTARY (THAT IS NOT A TNW) AND ITS ADJACENT WETLANDS (IF ANY): 

 

 This section summarizes information regarding characteristics of the tributary and its adjacent wetlands, if any, and it helps 

determine whether or not the standards for jurisdiction established under Rapanos have been met.  

  

 The agencies will assert jurisdiction over non-navigable tributaries of TNWs where the tributaries are “relatively permanent 

waters” (RPWs), i.e. tributaries that typically flow year-round or have continuous flow at least seasonally (e.g., typically 3 

months). A wetland that directly abuts an RPW is also jurisdictional. If the aquatic resource is not a TNW, but has year-round 

(perennial) flow, skip to Section III.D.2. If the aquatic resource is a wetland directly abutting a tributary with perennial flow, 

skip to Section III.D.4.  

 

 A wetland that is adjacent to but that does not directly abut an RPW requires a significant nexus evaluation. Corps districts and 

EPA regions will include in the record any available information that documents the existence of a significant nexus between a 

relatively permanent tributary that is not perennial (and its adjacent wetlands if any) and a traditional navigable water, even 

though a significant nexus finding is not required as a matter of law. 

 

If the waterbody4 is not an RPW, or a wetland directly abutting an RPW, a JD will require additional data to determine if the 

waterbody has a significant nexus with a TNW. If the tributary has adjacent wetlands, the significant nexus evaluation must 

consider the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands. This significant nexus evaluation that combines, for 

analytical purposes, the tributary and all of its adjacent wetlands is used whether the review area identified in the JD request is 

the tributary, or its adjacent wetlands, or both. If the JD covers a tributary with adjacent wetlands, complete Section III.B.1 for 

the tributary, Section III.B.2 for any onsite wetlands, and Section III.B.3 for all wetlands adjacent to that tributary, both onsite 

and offsite. The determination whether a significant nexus exists is determined in Section III.C below.  

 

 1. Characteristics of non-TNWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

 

 (i) General Area Conditions: 

  Watershed size:       Pick List 

  Drainage area:        acres 

  Average annual rainfall:       inches 

  Average annual snowfall:       inches 

  

 (ii)  Physical Characteristics: 

 (a) Relationship with TNW: 

   Tributary flows directly into TNW.   

   Tributary flows through Pick List tributaries before entering TNW.   

 

  Project waters are  Pick List river miles from TNW.     

  Project waters are  Pick List river miles from RPW.     

  Project waters are  Pick List aerial (straight) miles from TNW.     

  Project waters are  Pick List aerial (straight) miles from RPW.     

  Project waters cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:      .  

 

 Identify flow route to TNW5:      . 

  Tributary stream order, if known:      . 

                                                 
4 Note that the Instructional Guidebook contains additional information regarding swales, ditches, washes, and erosional features generally and in the arid 
West.  
5 Flow route can be described by identifying, e.g., tributary a, which flows through the review area, to flow into tributary b, which then flows into TNW. 
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 (b) General Tributary Characteristics (check all that apply): 

  Tributary is:    Natural  

     Artificial (man-made).  Explain:      . 

     Manipulated  (man-altered).  Explain:      . 

 

  Tributary properties with respect to top of bank (estimate): 

  Average width:       feet 

  Average depth:       feet 

  Average side slopes: Pick List.   

 

  Primary tributary substrate composition (check all that apply): 

   Silts   Sands     Concrete   

   Cobbles     Gravel    Muck   

   Bedrock    Vegetation.  Type/% cover:       

   Other. Explain:      . 

  

  Tributary condition/stability [e.g., highly eroding, sloughing banks].  Explain:      . 

  Presence of run/riffle/pool complexes.  Explain:      . 

  Tributary geometry: Pick List  

  Tributary gradient (approximate average slope):       % 

  

 (c) Flow:  

  Tributary provides for: Pick List 

  Estimate average number of flow events in review area/year: Pick List  

 Describe flow regime:      . 

  Other information on duration and volume:      .  

 

  Surface flow is: Pick List.  Characteristics:      . 

  

  Subsurface flow: Pick List.  Explain findings:      .  

   Dye (or other) test performed:      . 

  

  Tributary has (check all that apply): 

  Bed and banks   

   OHWM6 (check all indicators that apply):  

      clear, natural line impressed on the bank  the presence of litter and debris   

     changes in the character of soil   destruction of terrestrial vegetation  

     shelving   the presence of wrack line 

     vegetation matted down, bent, or absent  sediment sorting   

     leaf litter disturbed or washed away  scour  

     sediment deposition    multiple observed or predicted flow events  

     water staining   abrupt change in plant community       

     other (list):       

  Discontinuous OHWM.7  Explain:      .  

 

   If factors other than the OHWM were used to determine lateral extent of CWA jurisdiction (check all that apply): 

     High Tide Line indicated by:      Mean High Water Mark indicated by: 

    oil or scum line along shore objects  survey to available datum; 

    fine shell or debris deposits (foreshore)   physical markings; 

    physical markings/characteristics  vegetation lines/changes in vegetation types.  

    tidal gauges 

    other (list): 

  

  (iii)  Chemical Characteristics: 

Characterize tributary (e.g., water color is clear, discolored, oily film; water quality; general watershed characteristics, etc.).  

Explain:      . 

         Identify specific pollutants, if known:      .  

 

                                                 
6A natural or man-made discontinuity in the OHWM does not necessarily sever jurisdiction (e.g., where the stream temporarily flows underground, or where 

the OHWM has been removed by development or agricultural practices).  Where there is a break in the OHWM that is unrelated to the waterbody’s flow 
regime (e.g., flow over a rock outcrop or through a culvert), the agencies will look for indicators of flow above and below the break. 
7Ibid.  
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 (iv)  Biological Characteristics.  Channel supports (check all that apply): 

    Riparian corridor.  Characteristics (type, average width):      . 

    Wetland fringe.  Characteristics:      . 

    Habitat for: 

   Federally Listed species.  Explain findings:      .  

   Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:      . 

   Other environmentally-sensitive species.  Explain findings:      . 

   Aquatic/wildlife diversity.  Explain findings:      . 

 

 2. Characteristics of wetlands adjacent to non-TNW that flow directly or indirectly into TNW 

 

 (i)  Physical Characteristics:  

 (a) General Wetland Characteristics: 

  Properties: 

   Wetland size:  76.2 acres 

   Wetland type.  Explain:  Wet meadow/marsh that drains to Unnamed Tributary Otter Creek. 

   Wetland quality.  Explain:  Low, Native FQI was 0.7 to 5.7 for the wetlands. 

  Project wetlands cross or serve as state boundaries. Explain:  No.  

   

(b) General Flow Relationship with Non-TNW: 

  Flow is: Ephemeral flow. Explain: Wetland 10 surrounds and drains into unnamed tributary, the remaining wetlands are 

adjacent to Wetland 10. 

   

  Surface flow is: Overland sheetflow   

    Characteristics:      . 

    

    Subsurface flow: Unknown.  Explain findings:      . 

   Dye (or other) test performed:      . 

 

 (c) Wetland Adjacency Determination with Non-TNW: 

    Directly abutting  

   Not directly abutting 

    Discrete wetland hydrologic connection.  Explain:      . 

    Ecological connection.  Explain: Wetlands may be connected by subsurface flow.  All contain similar vegetation 

characteristics. 

    Separated by berm/barrier.  Explain:      . 

 

 (d) Proximity (Relationship) to TNW 

   Project wetlands are Pick List river miles from TNW. 

   Project waters are  2-5 aerial (straight) miles from TNW. 

  Flow is from: Wetland to navigable waters.   

  Estimate approximate location of wetland as within the 2 - 5-year floodplain. 

  

 (ii) Chemical Characteristics: 

Characterize wetland system (e.g., water color is clear, brown, oil film on surface; water quality; general watershed 

characteristics; etc.).  Explain: No surface water observed.  Wetlands are primarily a reed canary grass field. 

         Identify specific pollutants, if known:      .  

 

  (iii) Biological Characteristics.  Wetland supports (check all that apply): 

    Riparian buffer.  Characteristics (type, average width):  In consistent riparian buffer is present.  Golf course remanents 

are along the southern edge.  A parking lot is within 250 feet of boundary. 

    Vegetation type/percent cover.  Explain:  100% coverage, Reed Canaray Grass is the dominant species.  

    Habitat for: 

   Federally Listed species.  Explain findings:       . 

   Fish/spawn areas. Explain findings:       . 

   Other environmentally-sensitive species.  Explain findings:       . 

   Aquatic/wildlife diversity.  Explain findings:       . 

 

3. Characteristics of all wetlands adjacent to the tributary (if any)  

 All wetland(s) being considered in the cumulative analysis:  4    

 Approximately ( 76.2 ) acres in total are being considered in the cumulative analysis. 
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 For each wetland, specify the following: 

 

Name/ID Directly abuts? (Y/N)  Size (in acres) Name/ID Directly abuts? (Y/N) Size (in acres) 

  

Wetland 10 Y 73.84 Wetland 11 N 0.34 

Wetland 12 N 0.47 Wetland 13 N 0.04 

                                    

                                    

  

  Summarize overall biological, chemical and physical functions being performed:  Wetlands 11-13 are similar to Wetland 

10 and may have been connected at one time.  Current conditions indicate similar functions of water filtration prior to discharging 

into Unnamed Tributary to Otter Creek.  All wetlands are of low vegetatitve quality.  Mitigation was performed in the southwestern 

poirtion of Wetland 10 for the Spartan Drive extension to the south.  Wetland scrapes were performed to diversify the large marsh. 

 

 

C. SIGNIFICANT NEXUS DETERMINATION  

 

A significant nexus analysis will assess the flow characteristics and functions of the tributary itself and the functions performed 

by any wetlands adjacent to the tributary to determine if they significantly affect the chemical, physical, and biological integrity 

of a TNW.  For each of the following situations, a significant nexus exists if the tributary, in combination with all of its adjacent 

wetlands, has more than a speculative or insubstantial effect on the chemical, physical and/or biological integrity of a TNW.  

Considerations when evaluating significant nexus include, but are not limited to the volume, duration, and frequency of the flow 

of water in the tributary and its proximity to a TNW, and the functions performed by the tributary and all its adjacent 

wetlands.  It is not appropriate to determine significant nexus based solely on any specific threshold of distance (e.g. between a 

tributary and its adjacent wetland or between a tributary and the TNW). Similarly, the fact an adjacent wetland lies within or 

outside of a floodplain is not solely determinative of significant nexus.  

 

Draw connections between the features documented and the effects on the TNW, as identified in the Rapanos Guidance and 

discussed in the Instructional Guidebook. Factors to consider include, for example: 

 Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to carry pollutants or flood waters to 

TNWs, or to reduce the amount of pollutants or flood waters reaching a TNW?   

 Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), provide habitat and lifecycle support functions for fish and 

other species, such as feeding, nesting, spawning, or rearing young for species that are present in the TNW?    

 Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have the capacity to transfer nutrients and organic carbon that 

support downstream foodwebs?  

 Does the tributary, in combination with its adjacent wetlands (if any), have other relationships to the physical, chemical, or 

biological integrity of the TNW?   

 

 Note: the above list of considerations is not inclusive and other functions observed or known to occur should be documented 

below: 

 

 1. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW that has no adjacent wetlands and flows directly or indirectly into TNWs.  Explain 

findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary itself, then go to Section III.D:       . 

  

2. Significant nexus findings for non-RPW and its adjacent wetlands, where the non-RPW flows directly or indirectly into 

TNWs.  Explain findings of presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its 

adjacent wetlands, then go to Section III.D:      . 

 

3. Significant nexus findings for wetlands adjacent to an RPW but that do not directly abut the RPW. Explain findings of 

presence or absence of significant nexus below, based on the tributary in combination with all of its adjacent wetlands, then go to 

Section III.D: The topogrpahy of the adjacent wetlands provides surface flow connection to Wetland 10, which directly abuts an 

RPW.  This surface water connection can carry pollutants to the RPW and TNW.  Floodwaters have been observed flowing from 

the adjacent wetlands into the RPW. 

 

 

D. DETERMINATIONS OF JURISDICTIONAL FINDINGS. THE SUBJECT WATERS/WETLANDS ARE (CHECK ALL 

THAT APPLY):  
 

1. TNWs and Adjacent Wetlands.  Check all that apply and provide size estimates in review area: 

   TNWs:       linear feet       width (ft), Or,       acres.    

   Wetlands adjacent to TNWs:       acres. 

 

2. RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   

  Tributaries of TNWs where tributaries typically flow year-round are jurisdictional. Provide data and rationale indicating that 

tributary is perennial: The Unnamed Tributary to Otter Creek has been observed to flow year-round for the last 5 years.  

Several ponds and wet-bottom detention basins drain or discharge to the RPW. 
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  Tributaries of TNW where tributaries have continuous flow “seasonally” (e.g., typically three months each year) are 

jurisdictional.  Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.B.  Provide rationale indicating that tributary flows 

seasonally:      . 

 

   

 

   Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 

     Tributary waters:       linear feet       width (ft).     

     Other non-wetland waters:       acres.  

     Identify type(s) of waters:      . 

    
 3.     Non-RPWs8 that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs. 

   Waterbody that is not a TNW or an RPW, but flows directly or indirectly into a TNW, and it has a significant nexus with a 

TNW is jurisdictional. Data supporting this conclusion is provided at Section III.C.    

 

  Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters within the review area (check all that apply): 

     Tributary waters:        linear feet       width (ft).     

     Other non-wetland waters:       acres.   

       Identify type(s) of waters:      . 

 

 4.  Wetlands directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   
   Wetlands directly abut RPW and thus are jurisdictional as adjacent wetlands.  

     Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow year-round.  Provide data and rationale  

    indicating that tributary is perennial in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is  

    directly abutting an RPW: Wetland 10 surrounds both sides of the RPW. 

 

     Wetlands directly abutting an RPW where tributaries typically flow “seasonally.”  Provide data indicating that tributary is 

seasonal in Section III.B and rationale in Section III.D.2, above. Provide rationale indicating that wetland is directly 

abutting an RPW:      . 

 

  Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 73.84 acres.  

 

5. Wetlands adjacent to but not directly abutting an RPW that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.  

   Wetlands that do not directly abut an RPW, but when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent 

and with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisidictional. Data supporting this 

conclusion is provided at Section III.C.     

   

  Provide acreage estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area: 0.85 acres.  

 

6. Wetlands adjacent to non-RPWs that flow directly or indirectly into TNWs.   
  Wetlands adjacent to such waters, and have when considered in combination with the tributary to which they are adjacent and 

with similarly situated adjacent wetlands, have a significant nexus with a TNW are jurisdictional. Data supporting this 

conclusion is provided at Section III.C. 

 

  Provide estimates for jurisdictional wetlands in the review area:       acres.  

 

 7.  Impoundments of jurisdictional waters.9 

 As a general rule, the impoundment of a jurisdictional tributary remains jurisdictional.  

   Demonstrate that impoundment was created from “waters of the U.S.,” or 

   Demonstrate that water meets the criteria for one of the categories presented above (1-6), or 

   Demonstrate that water is isolated with a nexus to commerce (see E below).   

 

  

E. ISOLATED [INTERSTATE OR INTRA-STATE] WATERS, INCLUDING ISOLATED WETLANDS, THE USE, 

DEGRADATION OR DESTRUCTION OF WHICH COULD AFFECT INTERSTATE COMMERCE, INCLUDING ANY 

SUCH WATERS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY):10 

   which are or could be used by interstate or foreign travelers for recreational or other purposes. 

   from which fish or shellfish are or could be taken and sold in interstate or foreign commerce. 

   which are or could be used for industrial purposes by industries in interstate commerce. 

   Interstate isolated waters.  Explain:      . 

   Other factors.  Explain:      . 

 

                                                 
8See Footnote # 3.   
9 To complete the analysis refer to the key in Section III.D.6 of the Instructional Guidebook.   
10 Prior to asserting or declining CWA jurisdiction based solely on this category, Corps Districts will elevate the action to Corps and EPA HQ for 

review consistent with the process described in the Corps/EPA Memorandum Regarding CWA Act Jurisdiction Following Rapanos.  
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 Identify water body and summarize rationale supporting determination:      . 
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Provide estimates for jurisdictional waters in the review area (check all that apply): 

   Tributary waters:       linear feet       width (ft).     

   Other non-wetland waters:      acres.   

    Identify type(s) of waters:      . 

   Wetlands:      acres.   

 

F. NON-JURISDICTIONAL WATERS, INCLUDING WETLANDS (CHECK ALL THAT APPLY): 

  If potential wetlands were assessed within the review area, these areas did not meet the criteria in the 1987 Corps of Engineers 

Wetland Delineation Manual and/or appropriate Regional Supplements.   

    Review area included isolated waters with no substantial nexus to interstate (or foreign) commerce.  

 Prior to the Jan 2001 Supreme Court decision in “SWANCC,” the review area would have been regulated based solely on the 

“Migratory Bird Rule” (MBR).   

  Waters do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such a finding is required for jurisdiction.  Explain:      .  

  Other: (explain, if not covered above):      . 

 

 Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area, where the sole potential basis of jurisdiction is the MBR 

factors (i.e., presence of migratory birds, presence of endangered species, use of water for irrigated agriculture), using best professional 

judgment (check all that apply): 

    Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams):       linear feet       width (ft). 

 Lakes/ponds:       acres.        

 Other non-wetland waters:       acres. List type of aquatic resource:      . 

 Wetlands:       acres.         

 

Provide acreage estimates for non-jurisdictional waters in the review area that do not meet the “Significant Nexus” standard, where such 

a finding is required for jurisdiction (check all that apply): 

 Non-wetland waters (i.e., rivers, streams):       linear feet,       width (ft). 

 Lakes/ponds:       acres. 

 Other non-wetland waters:       acres.  List type of aquatic resource:      . 

 Wetlands:       acres. 

 

 

SECTION IV:  DATA SOURCES. 

 

A.  SUPPORTING DATA.  Data reviewed for JD (check all that apply - checked items shall be included in case file and, where checked 

and requested, appropriately reference sources below): 

 Maps, plans, plots or plat submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant:      . 

 Data sheets prepared/submitted by or on behalf of the applicant/consultant.  

  Office concurs with data sheets/delineation report.   

  Office does not concur with data sheets/delineation report.   

 Data sheets prepared by the Corps:      . 

 Corps navigable waters’ study:      . 

 U.S. Geological Survey Hydrologic Atlas:      . 

  USGS NHD data.   

  USGS 8 and 12 digit HUC maps.   

 U.S. Geological Survey map(s). Cite scale & quad name:       . 

 USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service Soil Survey. Citation: Pick List. 

 National wetlands inventory map(s).  Cite name:       . 

 State/Local wetland inventory map(s): Pick List, Pick List,      . 

 FEMA/FIRM maps:      . 

 100-year Floodplain Elevation is:       (National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929) 

 Photographs:  Aerial (Name & Date):      .  

    or  Other (Name & Date):      .  

 Previous determination(s).  File no. and date of response letter:      . 

 Applicable/supporting case law: People of State of Ill. ex rel. Scott v. Hoffman, No. P-CIV-76-45, (S.D.Ill. Jan. 20, 1979) 

 Applicable/supporting scientific literature:      . 

 Other information (please specify):      . 

 

B.  ADDITIONAL COMMENTS TO SUPPORT JD:      . 









 

Elgin Community College 
Parking Lot Expansion 

 
USACE Permit Submittal 

 

 

 

 

 

TAB 4 

 

Wetland Impacts Exhibit 

 

Prepared By: Wills Burke Kelsey Associates, Ltd. 
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Agency Consultations 
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TAB 6 

 

Engineering Plans for the ECC Parking Lot Expansion 
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